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The Soviet leadership deems it necessary to make known to 
Soviet people, other peoples and all those who are responsible 
for shaping the policy of states its assessment of the course 
pursued in international affairs by the present U*S* admini¬ 
stration* 

To speak briefly, this is a militarist course which poses 
a grave threat to peace* Its essence is to try and assure for the 
United States domineering positions in the world without reckoning 
with the interests of other states and peoples* 

Precisely these aims are served by the unprecedented buildup 
of the U*S* military potential, large-scale programmes of manu¬ 
facturing weapons of all types—nuclear, chemical and conventional* 
Now it plans to spread the unr estricted arms race into outer space 
too* 

American military presence is expanded under invented pretexts 
of all sorts thousands of kilometres from U*S* territory*Strongholds 
are set up for direct armed interference in the affairs of other 
states, and for use of American weapons against any country which 
rejects Washington’s diktat* As a result, tensions have grown 
world wide — in Europe, Asia, Africa, Middle East aid Central 
America. 

Other NATO countries are increasingly more involved into the 
implementation of these dangerous plans of Washington* More over, 
efforts are made to revive Japanese militarism and attach it to 















2 * 


the bloc's military-political machine* When doing so, attempts 
are made to compel people to forget the lessons of history* 

Peoples judge about the policy of a government first of all 
by its actions# That is why when the U*S* president in his 
grandiloquent speech from the United Nations rostrum declares 
about commitment to the cause of peace, self-determination and 
sovereignty of peoples, these were declarations that can convince 
no one* 

Even if someone had any illues ions as to the possible 
evolution for the better in the policy of the present American 
administration, the latent developments have finally dispelled 
them*For the sake of its imperial ambitions, it goes so far 
that one begins to doubt whether Washington has any brakes at 
all preventing it from crossing the mark before which any sober- 
minded person must stop* 

The sophisticated provocation, masterminded by U*S* special 
services with the use of a South Korean plane, is also an example 
of extreme adventurism in politics♦ We have elucidated the factual 
aspect of the action in a thorough and authentic way* The guilt 
of its organisers, no matter how hard they might dodge and what 
false versions they might put forward, has been proved* 

The Soviet leadersip expressed regret over the loss of human 
lives due to that unprecedented, criminal subversion* It is on the 
conscience of those who would like to assume the right not to 
reckon with the sovereignty of states and inviolability of their 
borders, who masterminded and carried out the provocation, who 
literally on the following day hastily pushed through Congress 
colossal military spending and are now rubbing their hands with 
pleasure* 

Thus, the "humanism" of statesmen who are seeking to lay the 
blame for the death of people that were aboard the plane on others 
is turning into new heaps of weapons of mass destruction - from 
MX missiles to nerve gas containers* 
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In their striving to justify in some way their dangerous, 
inhuman policies, the same people pile heaps of slander on the 
Soviet Union, on socialism as a social system, with the tone 
being set by the U*S* president himself* One must say bluntly - 
it is an unattractive sight when, with a view to smearing the 
Soviet people, leaders of such a country as the United States 
resort to what almost amounts to obscenities alternating with 
hypocrical preaching about morals and humanism* 

The world knows well the worth of such moralizing* In 
Vietnam, morality, as understood by leaders in Washington, was 
brought home with napalm and toxic agents, in Lebanon - it is 
being hammered in by salvoes of naval guns, in El Salvador - 
this morality is being imposed by genocide* And the list of 
crimes can be continued* So, we do have what to say about the 
moral aspect of the U*S* policy as well! both by recalling 
history and by talking about the present time* 

Now they in Washington breach along with morality also 
elementary norms of decency, showing disregard not only for 
statesmen and states, but also for the United Nations Organi¬ 
sation* A question arises: can the international organisation, 
called upon to maintain peace and security, remain in the country 
where outrageous militarist psychosis is imposed and the good 
name of the organisation is insulted? 

Under the cover of anti-communism, contenders to the role 
of rulers of the destinies of the world are seeking to impose 
their orders wherever they do not encounter a rebuff* 

The concepts themselves, used to justify such a manner of 
actions, would not attract any attention if not for the fact 
that they are preached by leaders of a major power, and not 
merely preached, but are put to use* 

Transference of ideological contradictions to the sphere of 
inter-state relations has never benefited the one who resorted 
to it in external affairs* This is simply absurd and Inadmissible 
at present, in the nuclear age* Transformation of the battle of 
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ideas into Military confrontation would be toe costly for the 
whole of mankind* 

But those who are blinded by anti-communism are not,probably 9 
able to ponder that* Starting with a scare of the "Soviet military 
threat"» they have now proclaimed a "crusade" against socialism 
as a social system* Attempts are made to convince people that 
there is no room for socialism in the world* But they do not 
specify 9 though, that they mean the world according to Washington* 

But wishes and possibilities are far from being the same 
thing, no one will ever be able to reverse the course of history* 
The USSR and other socialist countries will live and develop 
according to their laws - laws of the most advanced social system* 

The Soviet State has successfully overcome many trials, 
including cruicial ones, during the six and a hal f decades of 
its existence* Those who encroached on the integrity of our state, 
its independence and our system found themselves on the garbage 
heap of history* It is high time that everybody to whom this 
applies understood that we shall be able to ensure the security 
of our country, the security of our friends and allies under any 
circumstances* 

Soviet people can be rest assured that our country’s defence 
capability is maintained at such a level that it would not be 
advisable to anyone to stage a trial of strength* 

On our part, we do not seek such a trial of strenth* The 
very thought of this is alien to us* We do not separate, nor, 
the more so, counterpose the well-being of our people, the secu¬ 
rity of the Soviet State to the well-being and security of other 
peoples, other countries* One should not look at the world in the 
nuclear age through the narrow prism of one's selfish egoistic 
interests# Responsible statesmen have only one choice - to de 
everything possible to prevent nuclear catastrophe* Any other 
position is sort-sighted, the more so, it is suicidal* 
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The Soviet leadership dees not hesitate what line to follow 
in international affairs in the present-day acute situation as well* 
Our course remains to be aimed at preserving and strengthening 
peace, lessening tension, curbing the arms race and expanding 
and deepening cooperation between states* This is the invariable 
will of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, all Soviet people* 
These are, we are convinced, also the aspirations of all peoples* 

Of course, malicious attacks on the Soviet Union produce 
here a natural feeling of indignation, but our nerves are strong* 
and we do not base our policy on emotions* It rests on common 
sense, realism, profound responsibility for the destinies of 
peace* 

We proceed from the premise that mankind is not doomed to 
destruction* The arms race can and must be terminated* Ma nk i n d 
deserves better fate than living in a conflict-torn world, suf¬ 
focating under the burden of deadly weapons* 

By advancing far-reaching proposals on limitations and 
reductions of nuclear armaments, both strategic and medium—range 
in Europe, we show our concern not only for the security of the 
USSR, states of the socialist community, but also for the secu¬ 
rity of all other countries* 

As to the U*S* policy, its growing militarisation is mani¬ 
fested among other things in the unwillingness to conduct serious 
talks of any kind, to come to agreement on questions of curbing 
the arms race* 

The Soviet-American talks on the burning problem - reduction 
of nuclear armaments in Europe - have been going on for two years 
now* The position of the Soviet side is directed at finding 
nutually acceptable solutions on a fair, just basis, solutions 
which do not infringe anyone’s legitimate interests* At the same 
time, these two years made it clear that our partners in the talks 
at Geneva are not at all there to reach an accord* Their task is 
different - to play for time and then start the deployment in 
Western Europe of ballistic Pershing 2 and long-range cruise 
missiles* They do not even try to conceal this* 
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All they do is prattle about some flexibility of the United 
States at the Geneva talks* Another portion of such "flexibility" 
has Just materialised* And the deception contained in it has 
become clear this time as well* To leave aside details» the 
essence of the so-called new move in the U*S* position, billed 
as superb, is reduced to the proposal to agree, as before, on 
how many Soviet medium-range missiles should be reduced and how 
many new American missiles should be deployed in Europe in ad¬ 
dition to the nuclear potential already possessed by NATO* 

In brief, we are proposed to talk on how to help the NATO 
bloc to upset to its advantage the balance of medium-range 
nuclear systems in the European zone* And this move is presented 
brazenfacedly as something new* 

The operation on stationing these American nuclear missiles 
in Europe is seen from Washington’s control room as simple in the 
extreme and maximally advantageous for the United States - advan¬ 
tageous at the expence of Europe* The U*S* European allies are 
regarded as hostages* This is a frank, but cynical policy, but 
here is what is not really clear* does this thought occur to 
those European political figures who, disregarding the interests 
of their peoples, and the interests of peace, help implement the 
ambitious militarist plans of the U*S* administration? 

There should be no room here for reticence* If, contrary to 
the will of the majority of people in Western European countries, 
American nuclear missiles appear in the European continent, this 
will be a step against peace of principled character on the part 
of the U*S* leaders and leaders of other NATO countries who act 
at one with them* 

We do not see either that the American side is willing to 
handle in earnest the problem of limiting and reducing strategic 
armaments* They in the American capital are now busy launching 
the production of ever new systems of these armaments as well* 
They are to be followed shortly by such types of weapons which 
may radically alter the notions of strategic stability and the 










very possibility of effective limitation and reduction ef nuclear 
arms* 

17o one should mistake the Soviet Union’s goodwill and desire 
to come to agreement for a sign of weakness* The Soviet Union will 
be able to make a proper response to any attempt to disrupt the 
existing military-strategic balance, end its words and deeds will 
not be at variance* 

However, we are principled opponents of the competition in 
the production and stockpiling of weapons of mass annihilation* 
This is not our path, it cannot lead to a solution of any problem 
facing mankind, i*e* economic development of states, conservation 
of the environment, creation of the least elementary conditions 
for people’s life, their diet, health and education* 

The release of material resources, wrecklessly wasted on the 
arms race, and unfolding of inexhaustible creative potentialities 
of the man are the things that may unite people* This is what 
should determine the policy of states on the threshold of the 
20th and 21st centuries* To implement all that, it is necessary 
that the forces of militarism be checked, and the world through 
concerted effort be kept from sliding into an abyss* 

All peoples, every inhabitant of our planet should realise 
the imminent danger - to realise in order to pool efforts in the 
struggle for their own survival* 

Mankind has not lost, nor can it lose its reason* This is 
manifested with great vigour in the scope of the anti-missile, 
anti-war movement, having mounted in the European and other conti¬ 
nents, the movement which draws people of different social, poli¬ 
tical, and religious affiliation* 

All who raise today their voice against the senseless race 
of armaments and in defence of peace can be sure that the policy 
of the Soviet Union, other socialist countries is directed at 
attaining precisely these aims* The USSR wishes to live in peace 
with all countries, including the United States* It does not 
nurture aggressive plans, does not impose the arms race on anyone, 
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does not impose Its social orders on anyone* 

Our aspirations and strivings are implemented in concrete 
proposals directed at effecting a decisive turn for the better 
in the world situation* The Soviet Union will continue te de 
everything possible to uphold peace on earth* 
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SOVIET EMBASSY, INFORMATION DEPARTMENT 


1706 18TH STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20009 


TELEPHONE 232-6020 


September 20, 1983 


YURI ANDROPOV'S REPLY TO GROUP 

OF FRG BUNDESTAG DEPUTIES 


Moscow. September 20. TASS. President of the Presidium of the USSR Supreme 
Soviet Yuri Andropov has received an appeal sent by a group of West German Bundestag 
deputies from the Social Democratic Party to deputies of the USSR Supreme Soviet on 
the question of limiting nuclear armaments in Europe. 

The authors of the. appeal note that the Geneva talks on the limitation of nuclear 
armaments in Europe have entered a decisive phase. They are alarmed that a break¬ 
through may not be achieved at the talks by the end of 1983, A fear is expressed in 
this connection that the current year may end up with a dramatic escalation of the arms 
race. 

The appeal says that the Federal Republic of Germany is the country with the 
highest density of nuclear weapon deployment in the world. About 6,000 nuclear war¬ 
heads are stationed on its territory. As determined during a public opinion poll, 72 
per cent of the West German population are against the stationing of new American 
nuclear missiles. 

The appeal notes that, with poverty reigning in many parts of the world, people 
more frequently ask themselves: Does the world need an increase in the quantity of 
lethal weapons? Isn t it a crime to allow more than 10 million children to die from 
year.to year in the world because much more money is spent for armaments than for mea¬ 
sures against starvation? 

"We," the deputies write, "are aware of the guilt of fascist Germany, which 

great suffering to other peoples this century. The Social Democratic deputies 
know the horrors of war, and therefore insistently seek support for the demands for an 
immediate end to any nuclear armament, for freezing all potentials of nuclear weapons, 
reducing the quantity of SS—20 missiles and renouncing the deployment of cruise and 
Pershing II missiles." 

The appeal expresses the call for promoting the achievement of positive results 
at the Geneva talks. This is needed by the peoples of the USSR and the FRG. They are 
interested in coming closer to the goal of creating a Europe that is rid of all types 
of mass destruction weapons, in ensuring real security and the development of mutually 
advantageous cooperation. 


(more) 
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Yuri Andropov's reply to the group of Social Democratic deputies of the FRG 
Bundestag says: "The deputies of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, just like all So¬ 
viet people, share the concern expressed in your appeal about the spiraling of the 
arms race, about the lack of progress at the talks that are called upon not only to 

curb the arms race, but also to work toward the reduction of armaments, above all 
nuclear ones." 


It is our deep conviction that what, is happening now directly contradicts the 
fundamental interests and aspirations of the people of Europe and the entire world. 

And it is those who bank on destabilizing international relations and gaining mili¬ 
tary superiority over the countries of socialism, as well as over all other countries 
that are to blame for this. 

History has on more than one occasion upset such plans and ambitions. We are 
sure that this will also be the case this time, too. But what is needed for this is 
the most vigorous and decisive action to reverse the dangerous course of developments, 
to deliver humankind from the nuclear threat and to achieve a breakthrough at current 
disarmament talks. 

"The world does not need bigger arsenals of deadly weapons. It needs their 
radical reductions and the use of the released funds to meet the pressing needs of 
economic and social development, 

"Such is the firm conviction of the Soviet Union. Such is the viewpoint of all 
arsaw Treaty member states. Such is the reply to the central question of your letter. 
* ne Soviet Union is doing_everything possible to stop the sliding toward nuclear 
catastrophe. It is ready for extensive cooperation with all states on this issue of 
.<ey significance for the tuture of humankind. 


. -OU call on us to stop any nuclear arms buildup, freeze all nuclear weapons 

potentials and reduce the number of Soviet SS-20 missiles in case of the U.S. renuncia¬ 
tion of the deployment of Pershing II and cruise missiles in Europe. 


"Wholly sharing and backing these demands, che Soviet Union is prepared to go 
much further. We offer a quantitative and qualitative freeze on all"nuclear armaments, 
that is,cessation of the quantitative buildup of all components of nuclear arsenals 
and the nondeployment of nuclear armaments of new kinds and types, the introduction of 
a morato rium on all tests of nuclear ammunition and on the testing of nuclear weapons 
delivery vehicles of new kinds andtypes. Our proposal on ridding Europe of nuclear 
weapons, both medium-range and tactical, also remains in force. 


And these are not merely good intentions. We maintain that this program should 
oe immediately translated into the language of treaty-based commitments and then be 
implemented step by step in its entirety. The beginning can be made by the Soviet 

Union and the United States, by which we mean that other nuclear powers would act in a 
similar way. ■ * ■— - 


. As tor the Soviet SS-20 missiles, the Soviet Union is prepared to keep the same 

number or medium-range missiles asjrieain and France have after the reductions in 
turope. ^^ 


We recently took a major new step in the interests of achieving agreement by 
consenting to liquidate all missiles reduced in the European part, provided, naturally 
-hat mutually acceptable agreement is reached on the problem of nuclear armaments in 


(more) 
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Europe as a whole, including the United States' refusal to deploy its new missiles 
and a corresponding reduction of medium-range aircraft. This step of good will on 
our part means that we would give up redeployment of medium-range missiles reduced in 
the European part to the Asian part of the USSR. Thus the concern expressed in the 
FRG that these missiles might be returned to the previous positions any time would 
be dispelled. 

7 > 
e"" 

"Thus the Soviet Union is in favor of a sharp reduction, to one-third, of the 
medium-range nuclear arsenals in Europe and of preventing the deployment of new types 
of these armaments here in the future. And it does not make claims to keeping a 
single missile, a single plane more than NATO would have. It consents to l arge cuts 
in its armaments. So a question arises, What else is there that is needed for an 
jhonest and equitable arrangement? And do the United States and other NATO countries 
(want agreement at all? 

"Early in the seventies the USSR and the FRG were at the cradle of detente 
together. The peoples of our countries know the horrors of war and the value of peace. 
They are resolutely against the relapses to the cold war; they cannot look indifferently 
on how attempts are being made in the name of interests alien to Europe to delete 
everything positive that has been created by joint efforts of East and West European 
countries for the sake of the peaceful future of our continent. 

"Indicative in this respect is also the fact that, as your letter indicates, 72 
per cent of the population in the Federal Republic of Germany are against the station¬ 
ing of new American missiles and favor continuation of the talks and the reaching of 
an accord in Geneva. You do not want the threat of war to emanate from the territory 
of your country, which would be a hell for the whole of humankind. We do not want this 
either. Everything must be done to prevent this from happening. This is within our 
abilities, this is in the interests of our and all European peoples. We express the 
hope that deputies of the FRG Bundestag—the country's supreme body of state authority— 
will act with a profound awareness of the duty and responsibility resting on them. 

There is still a chance to keep the world from being involved in a new round of the 
arms race." 


////// 
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(more) 

















- 2 - 

0 + 

Bundestag ^vs^^-rhe^n 7 ,- ? u° U ? ° f Social Democratic deputies of the FRG 

viet people share^he conc^ " S ° Viet ° f the USSR ’ jusC like a11 Sm¬ 
arms ?ace Ibouc the 1 ** preMed ln y0ur appeal abouc 'he spiraling of the 

curb the irm* \ Lk , f progress ac the calks chat are called upon not only to 

aucLS on^!- ’ ' ^ C ° W ° rk t0Ward the reducti °° of armaments, above all 

fundamental InLtttl C °™ ±Cti ° n that whac ' is happening now directly contradicts the 
And it J Ll ! T 1 as P iratl0 * s of the people of Europe and the entire world. 

, . J who baniC on destabilizing international relations and gaining mili- 

S2 £ s ? 0Untrle3 0f ^ Lerl^'Ls, 

sure cLTthT^rV^ ° ne 0ccasion upsec such plans and ambitions. We are 
chat thio will also be the case this time, too. But what is needed for th-f* ic 

to deliver Wn^n^f r^?^ aC f l0n C ° reverse che dangerous course of developments, 
disarmament^talks nUClear C ° achleve a ^through at current 

rad^c2 h reductioS e Ld°th need arsenals of deadl ? weapons. It needs their 

economic^nd^ocial^evelopmenc?^ ^ ““ Ch * in * •* 

Warsaw^Treacy mambfr^tatS^Such i l SuCh ls the vla^oinc of all 

The Soviet Uninn i * a • * e re P^y Che central question of your letter 

catastrophe Is r«?H^ X r ln V° SSible “ St ° P the 3lid ^ “«*« -clear 
■,ay significance f^r'thf ** *“ <>* 

| potentials^nd ^duc'e “he^nLber oTso'vie^f 20 “^"T* * U aUClear ” eaP0,1S 
I cion of the deployment of 2 ^ 0 ' S ' 

Wholly sharing and backing these demands, the Soviet Union is prepared to go 
- u rther. We orfer a quantitative and qualitative freeze on all nuclear armaments 
chat is,cessation of the quantitative buildup of all components of nuclear arsenals 

Pl03 Tf nt 0t n ^ lear annamencs of Qew ’<inds and types, the introduction of 
■*J ftratoriu a on.all tests,of.nuclear ammunition and on the testing of nuclear weapons 

weanln7-h e ?i l° r ^ Und ! and - c y pes * 0ur Proposal on ridding Europe'of nuclear 
weapons, both medium-range and taccical, also remains in force. 

be ii™e^acely__translated e inco the d lln^age°of' tTMt^bMed” ChaC Pr ° gram Sh ° uld 

implemented step by step in its entire^ Thf kI! commitments and then be 

Union and the United States hv wh-frh 7 * — - b be made by the Soviet 
similar.way. " ’ by WhiCh W£ mean ChaC other nuclear ^'poversWd acrjn a 

number^of r medium-rang^missiles^as^Bricai^and 17 ? 61 " ^ prepared t0 keep the ^e 

Europe. § missiles asjrxcain^nd^FranceJiave after the reductions in 

consenting co n iiquidate a ali :i missil SteP . ln ^ he inCere scs of achieving agreement by 


(more) 










- 3 - 


Europe as a whole, including the United States 1 refusal to deploy its new missiles 
and a corresponding reduction of medium-range aircraft. This step of good will on 
our part means that we would give up redeployment of medium-range missiles reduced in 
the European part to the Asian part of the USSR. Thus the concern expressed in the 
FRG that these missiles might be returned to the previous positions any time would 
be dispelled. 

"Thus the Soviet Union is in favor of a sharp reduction, to onerthird, of the 
medium-range nuclear arsenals in Europe and of preventing the deployment of new types 
of these armaments here in the future. And it does not make claims to keeping a 
single missile, a single plane more than NATO would have. It consents to large cuts 
in its armaments. So a question arises, What else is there that is needed for an 
honest and equitable arrangement? And do the United States and other NATO countries 
want agreement at all? 

"Early in the seventies the USSR and the FRG were at the cradle of detente 
together. The peoples of our countries know the horrors of war and the value of peace. 
They are resolutely against the relapses to the cold war; they cannot look indifferently 
on how attempts are being made in the name of interests alien to Europe to delete 
everything positive that has been created by joint efforts of East and West European 
countries for the sake of the peaceful future of our continent. 

"Indicative in this respect is also the fact that, as your letter indicates, 72 
per cent of the population in the Federal Republic of Germany are against the station¬ 
ing of new American missiles and favor continuation of the talks and the reaching of 
an accord in Geneva, You do not want the threat of war to emanate from the territory 
of your country, which would be a hell for the whole of humankind. We do not want this 
either. Everything must be done to prevent this from happening. This is within our 
abilities, this is in the interests of our and all European peoples. We express the 
hope that deputies of the FRG Bundestag—the country T s supreme body of state authority— 
j*iii ac ^ with a profound awareness of the duty and responsibility resting on them. 
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